Dan Buckland, an engineer in training to become a physician, is part of the editorial team of Medgadget (www.medgadget.com), an independent weblog written, edited, and published by a group of medical doctors and biomedical engineers. In a recent series of articles, Buckland wrote about how his training in different thinking styles leads to different failure analysis strategies.
Buckland defines three archetypes-physicians, scientists, and engineers-and discusses how they approach problems differently, including response to unexpected data or failure. He outlines and compares Morbidity and Mortality (M&M) meetings, Weekly Lab Meetings, and Incident Reviews in which members of the three groups, respectively, address failure and defend conclusions within their organizations. He observes that the peer-review aspect of these small group experiences, which often translate to presentations at large national meetings, is at times critical and tends to use the framework of each archetype's trained method.
The articles are available at www.medgadget.com/ 2012/10/how-physicians-scientists-and-engineers-approachunexpected-results-differently.html. 
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